In this essay, I propose an analytical model, 'zones of intermediality', designed to research socio -cultural dynamics in foreign large -scale land projects. 'Zones of intermediality' refers to the ontological grids of (inter)national -local stakeholder encounters where diverse ideologies, discourses and practices of land use and valuation are mediated. The model was constructed to
In 2010, I was invited alongside other scientists to share my reflections in this journal on the relations between social scientists and conservationists (Evers 2010: 121-122) . I expressed my opinion that conservationists and social scientists appear to have a somewhat caricatured view of each other, and commented that "The only way to reconcile contrasting ethical views, concepts and impacts of conservation is through exchange and dialogue." In this essay, I would like to return to this theme and propose an analytical model which hopefully will assist in bridging what I believe to be an undue emphasis placed upon philosophical and epistemological differences at a time when exciting new research is beckoning. In doing so, I will refer to the controversial area of conservation projects in Madagascar -where on one side of the conceptual divide, researchers place conservation at the apex of their values, and on the other, principally social science researchers tend to qualify such projects as cases of 'land grabbing' or 'green grabbing'.
In 2011, with support from The Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (section WOTRO Science for Global Development), we commenced a research programme on foreign large -scale land acquisitions at VU University Amsterdam with partner institutes in Africa. We have formed a transnational and multidisciplinary team of researchers -including those with expertise in history, anthropology, geography, GIS/spatial analysis, political science, ecological economics, linguistics, cognitive and communication sciences. The research (September 2011-September 2015) has four aims. First, we will analyse the global actors, networks and interests (e.g., political, economic, social, cultural, environmental) driving foreign land acquisitions, examining the role of the state, neoliberal reforms and donor interests in facilitating land access. Second, a grounded stakeholder analysis will detail local impacts, perceptions and responses to land deals. Third, we will map, through our theoretical model, 'zones of intermediality', the ontological grids of (inter)national -local stakeholder encounters where diverse ideologies, discourses and practices of land use and valuation are mediated. Fourth, we will use this model to capture commonalities between stakeholders and potential areas of contestation. The comparative However, this view overlooks the reality that many acquisitions are completed within existing legislative, regulatory and policy frameworks. Land is being leased for various purposes such as tourism, mining, infrastructure and agricultural projects. Nature, conservation and climate mitigation schemes have also been characterized as large -scale land acquisitions (Cotula et al. 2009 , IIED 2009 , Smaller and Mann 2009 ). This last category of acquisition is often termed 'green grabbing', defined as land and resources which are appropriated for environmental purposes (Fairhead et al. 2012) .
Literature on such conservation projects has sharpened the divisions between social science and conservation. Social Culture in fact is profoundly intermedial: people use media to communicate with each other and to mind read each other's thoughts (Bloch 2008 (Bloch , 2011 (Bloch , 2012 . They use words, images, text, modern media, practices, etc. to interact with a perpetually changing audience. In the current essay, the focus is on just one of the analytic elements of intermediality: the use of the same medium by various people to unravel conceptual differences between what I will refer to here as stakeholders, who can include anyone claiming a stake in a land project, from the state to local individual NGOs but also researchers who do not have a direct stake in the land deal but who through their publications (reports, articles, books, etc.) are part and parcel of the mediation processes informing audiences outside the land project and therewith fuelling perceptions and imagined communities of what the local Malagasy are like in the minds of people throughout the world (see also Tsing 2005 and infra) . As scientists, we need to be fully aware of our substantial responsibility when the 'information' we pass on is being disseminated to audiences we may not even be aware of. During our research into foreign large -scale land acquisitions,
we have observed and are focussing on analysis of some of these mediated ideologies, discourses and practices as they pertain to land use and valuation. Such information is never a neutral knowledge stream but a mediation coloured by political, ideological and particular interests of the messenger.
To date, the Arena model has been the preferred tool to analyze stakeholder interaction in conservation and development programmes. The model was developed by Norman
Long (Long 1989 , Long and Long 1992 , Arce and Long 2000 .
Researchers adhering to this model have an actor oriented lens in which they depart from a set of central principles: "agency and social actors, the notion of multiple realities and arenas where different life -worlds and discourses meet, the idea of interface encounters in terms of discontinuities of interests, values, knowledge and power, and structured heterogeneity" (Long 1989: 82) . Olivier de Sardan groups this model under the social logic approach with a methodological interactionalism point of departure (reminiscent of Goffman (1959) and Blumer (1986) ) and praises the model as a milestone in the Anthropology of Development (de Sardan 2005: 13) while deploring its lack of innovation over the last twenty years.
Our approach is designed to address the dichotomy between local and international conservationists' views. Our Information and ideas do not flow smoothly and not everyone has equal access thereto (cf. Ribot and Peluso (2003) on access theory). Tsing therefore cautions against Manichean over -simplifications of local and global (in the same vein as Mosse (1994 Mosse ( , 2005 and Appandurai (1996)): "I find myself doing
it. Yet we know that these dichotomies are unhelpful. They draw us into an imaginary in which the global is homogeneous precisely because we oppose it to the heterogeneity we identify as locality. By letting the global appear homogeneous, we open the door to its predictability and evolutionary status as the latest stage of macronarratives. We know the dichotomy between global and local detail isn't helping us. We long to find cultural specificity and contingency within the blob, but we can't figure out how to find it without, once again, picking out locality" (Tsing 2005: 58) . Tsing's point is well taken, but it is noteworthy that even the local is often depicted as homogeneous in the 'scale making' process of particular types of research: ranging from 'the locals as victims' paradigm to the 'locals as culprits of environmental destruction' paradigm.
Our analytical tool is designed to research these variations of knowledge, views and practices between stakeholders and within stakeholder groups. Just as local 'communities' are composed of people with varied social realities, economies, political relations, knowledge, views and perceptions, so are other stakeholder groups (cf. Evers 2002 Evers , 2006 . Researchers To summarize, one of the missions of social science research is to penetrate the deeper understandings (and quantitative implications) of interacting cultural practices and discourses. Griswold (1987 Griswold ( , 1992 Griswold ( , 1993 convincingly argues that most research fails to deal with the problem of meaning analysis altogether. Mohr (1998) into meaning structures via for example lexicon tests (which can be also orally). Mohr also takes this approach to heart by reiterating his plea for the practice approach (cf. Bourdieu 1977 Bourdieu , 1984 : "The argument is that any cultural system is structured as an embodiment of the range of activities, social conflicts, and moral dilemmas that individuals are compelled to engage with as they go about negotiating the sorts of everyday events that confront them in their lives. This insight has direct implications for the measuring of meaning structures." (Mohr 1998: 353 impacts on their ideologies, discourses, practices, and navigations in the land projects. We have been assigned the mandate to develop our 'zones of intermediality' model to better track and identify these processes, with a view to designing more effective ways of looking at dispute resolution and mediation.
In this essay, I hoped to caution against the lure of clinging to pre -conceived ideological stances at the expense of careful research, which does little to advance the cause of science or to facilitate meaningful dialogue and cooperation between related disciplines. We are confident that our research into 'zones of intermediality' constitutes a step towards avoiding that pitfall while developing a scientific approach to the complex issue of large-scale land acquisitions.
